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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to amended claims 1-9, 11-17, 26-29 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to Applicant's argument "Examiner states that Hunter teaches "the 
predetermined criteria further includes consideration of whether the multimedia content 
has been deleted or tagged for deletion," as recited originally claim 6 but now 
incorporated into claim 1..." (page 8, last paragraph and page 9), the examiner 
respectfully disagrees. 

The examiner did not state that Hunter teaches "the predetermined criteria further 
includes consideration of whether the multimedia content has been deleted or tagged 
for deletion". Original claim 6 recited "wherein the criteria includes consideration of at 
least one of: ..." Therefore, the Examiner states Hunters discloses at least one of other 
alternative limitation such as whether the multimedia content is intended to be 
saved/archived (e.g. content provider/operator schedules to broadcast new release 
movie because it is intended to be saved at the user station - see include, but not 
limited to, paragraphs 0139, 0147), or whether the multimedia content has been 
consumed yet (e.g. according to viewed-content information - figure 10, paragraphs 
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0107-0118), or how many times the multimedia content has been consumed (e.g. based 
on consumer demand, viewed-content information - figure 10, paragraphs 0107-0118, 
0142-0144) - see page 9 of the Office Action, dated 1 1/15/2006. 

For the reasons given above, rejections on claims 1-9, 11-17, 26-29 are analyzed as 
discussed below. 

Claims 10, 18-25 have been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hunter 
et al. (US 2002/0056118 A1) 



Regarding claim 16, Hunter discloses a method comprising: 
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transferring multimedia content to a storage area accessible to a consumer's 
digital television system (interpreted as transferring movies, music, to area of storage 
230 accessible to a consumer's digital television system , see include, but not limited to, 
figure 10-11, paragraphs 0139-0142, 0147); 

deleting existing multimedia content stored in the storage area, wherein deleting 
is based on an auto management scheme provided by a provider (interpreted as central 
controller generates "customer catalog" and use it to overwrite the less likely to be 
purchased movies ahead of those recordings which , by analysis at module 340, who 
more promise of being viewed by the customer.... when content provider/operator 
automatically downloads a new movie into the storage module - see include, but not 
limited to, paragraphs 0144, 0138,0141), the auto management scheme including a set 
of predetermined rules and consideration of at least one of whether the multimedia 
content is intended to be saved/archived (e.g. content provider/operator schedules to 
broadcast new release movie because it is intended to be saved at the user station - 
see include, but not limited to, paragraphs 0139, 0147), or whether the multimedia 
content has been consumed yet (e.g. according to viewed-content information - figure 
10, paragraphs 0107-0118), or how many times the multimedia content has been 
consumed (e.g. based on consumer demand, viewed-content information - figure 10, 
paragraphs 0107-0118, 0142-0144). 



Application/Control Number: 09/895,744 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2623 

Regarding claim 17, Hunter in view of Suzuki discloses a method as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 16. Hunter further discloses wherein the multimedia content is at least 
one of video, audio, and data (interpreted as movie - paragraphs 0139-0142). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-9, 11-15, 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hunter et al. (US 2002/00561 18 A1) in view of Suzuki (US 
6,169,570). 

Regarding claim 1, Hunter discloses a method comprising: 

receiving information obtained from at least one of a consumer and a storage 
device (interpreted as receiving information such as request/demand/viewed-content 
information, etc. from at least one consumer - see include, but not limited to, figures 
0018-0019 , 0092-0093, 0107-0116, figures 10, 11) and a storage (e.g. storage module 
230 -figure 11); and 
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selecting, substantially automatically, a multimedia content to be broadcast to the 
consumer based on a predetermined criteria set by a provider and the receiving (e.g. 
content provider or operator selects movies and automatically blanket transmits the 
movies via direct satellite broadcast to consumers based on predetermined criteria set 
by provider and the receiving information such as new release, high demand, etc. - see 
include, but not limited to, paragraphs 0012, 0014, 0017-0019, 0050, 0092,0093, 0107- 
0118, 0128, 0139-0142). However, Hunter does not explicitly disclose predetermined 
criteria including whether the multimedia content has been deleted or tagged for 
deletion. 

Suzuki discloses a multimedia content (content of programs) is selected to be 
provided to the consumer/user based on a predetermined criteria set by a provider (e.g., 
head end) and receiving information (reproduction request, retained information), the 
predetermined criteria including whether the multimedia content has been deleted 
(whether the program should have already been deleted) - see include, but is not 
limited to, col. 22, lines 5-48). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hunter to use the teaching 
as taught by Suzuki in order to improve efficiency in data transmission or storage 
utilization. 

Regarding claim 2, Hunter in view of Suzuki discloses a method as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 1 . Hunter further discloses a selection of the multimedia content is 
made contemporaneous with the information obtained from at least one of the 
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consumer and the storage area (interpreted as content provider/operator selects movie 
to provide to consumer according to viewed-content information/demand obtained from 
consumers - see include, but not limited to, figures 10-11, paragraphs 0109-0118, 
0139-0142). 

Regarding claim 3, Hunter in view of Suzuki discloses a method as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 1 . Hunter further discloses wherein the multimedia content is at least 
one of video, audio, and data (interpreted as movie - paragraphs 0139-0142). 

Regarding claim 4, Hunter in view of Suzuki discloses a method as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 1. Hunter further discloses scheduling the multimedia content to be 
broadcast to the consumer based on the selecting (interpreted as scheduling the 
movies to be broadcast to consumer based on the selecting of content provider/operator 
(for example, movie at the second level of consumer demand after new release movie is 
transmitted once per day, movie at next level of consumer demand is transmitted once 
per week, etc. - see include, but not limited to, paragraphs 0107-0116). 

Regarding claim 5, Hunter in view of Suzuki discloses a method as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 4. Hunter further discloses the selecting is based on criteria 
(interpreted as selecting of movies to be broadcast based on viewed-content 
information, level of consumer demand, new release, etc. - see include, but not limited 
to, figure 10, paragraphs 0107-0118, 0139-0142, 0147). 
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Regarding claim 6, Hunter further discloses wherein the criteria includes consideration 
of at least one of: whether the multimedia content is intended to be saved/archived (e.g. 
content provider/operator schedules to broadcast new release movie because it is 
intended to be saved at the user station - see include, but not limited to, paragraphs 
0139, 0147), or whether the multimedia content has been consumed yet (e.g. according 
to viewed-content information - figure 10, paragraphs 0107-01 18), or how many times 
the multimedia content has been consumed (e.g. based on consumer demand, viewed- 
content information - figure 10, paragraphs 0107-0118, 0142-0144). 

Regarding claim 7, Hunter further discloses receiving is accomplished with at least one 
of a telephone, a dial up modem, a network, a cable television vision communication, 
the Internet, and a wireless communication (interpreted as content provider/operator 
receives consumer demand/request/ or viewed-content information via phone line or 
Internet -figures 10, 11). 

Claims 8 and 9 are directed toward embody the method of claims 1 and 4 in "computer 
readable medium". Hunter also system comprises controller and software system for 
controlling operations such as scheduling transmission (see include, but not limited to, 
paragraph 01 05, 01 39, figures 1 0-1 1 ). It would have been obvious to embody the 
procedures of Hunter in view of Suzuki discussed with respect to claims 1 and 4 in a 
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"computer readable medium" in order that the instructions could be automatically 
performed by a processor. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , the method as claimed is broader than method as claimed in claim 
1, and is rejected as discussed with respect to claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 12, the additional limitations as claimed correspond to the additional 
limitations of claim 2, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claim 2. 

Regarding claim 13, the additional limitation of broadcasting is accomplished using 
opportunistic insertion of data (interpreted as the system operator packages 
advertisements and movie and then broadcast them for automatically downloading by 
all customer - see include, but not limited to, paragraph 0147). 

Regarding claim 14, the Hunter in view of Suzuki teaches a method as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 1 1 . However, Hunter in view of Suzuki does not specifically disclose 
broadcasting is accomplished with a substantially dedicated channel having a fixed 
transmission bandwidth. OFFICIAL NOTICE is taken that using a dedicated channel 
having a fixed transmission bandwidth to transmit data is notoriously well known in the 
art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify Hunter in view of Suzuki with the well known teaching 
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in the art in order to improve efficiency in data transmission (for example, transmit data 
quicker). 

Regarding claim 15, the additional limitations as claimed correspond to the additional 
limitations as claimed in claim 3, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claim 3. 

Regarding claim 26, the limitations of the apparatus as claimed correspond to the 
limitations of the method as claimed in claim 1 , and are analyzed as discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claim 1 , wherein multimedia content selector is read on either 
content provider or operator - see include, but not limited to, figure 11). 

Regarding claim 27, Hunter in view of Suzuki discloses an apparatus as discussed in 
the rejection of claim 26. Hunter further discloses a multimedia content scheduler, 
configured to communicate with the multimedia content selector, to schedule the 
multimedia content to be broadcast tow the consumer (interpreted as content 
scheduling/encoding in central controller, configured to communicate with content 
provider or operator, to schedule the movie to be broadcast to the consumer according 
to user demand - figure 1 1 , paragraphs 01 07-01 1 9). 

Regarding claim 28, Hunter in view of Suzuki discloses an apparatus as discussed in 
the rejection of claim 26. Hunter further discloses the apparatus further comprises a 
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processor (e.g., central controller or processor at video content provider/operator 
location- figure 1 1) to receive the information and execute instructions that select the 
multimedia content to be broadcast to the consumer (see include, but not limited to, 
paragraphs 0107-0119, 0137-0142, 0144, 0147); 

a storage area (e.g. storage module 230) configured to allow communication with 
the processor -figure 11, paragraphs 0139-0142, 0144, 0147). 

Regarding claim 29, Hunter in view of Suzuki discloses an apparatus as discussed in 
the rejection of claim 26. Hunter further discloses DISH 500 system may be utilized to 
blanket transmit thousands of movies (paragraph 0061). Content scheduling/encoding 
in central controller schedules to broadcast thousands of movies including new release 
movies to be broadcast to the consumers (paragraphs 0107-01 18). The system also 
provide on demand movies (paragraph 0137). It is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art that the apparatus comprises a multimedia content data base server, to store new 
multimedia content (e.g. new release movies), some of which is selected to be 
broadcast to the consumer so that the selected movie is provided to user quicker 

Conclusion 



6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Sanders (US 2002/0059394 A1) discloses content propagation in interactive 
television. 

Sacilotto, Jr. et al. (US 6,763,523) discloses intelligent transfer of multimedia 
data files from an editing system to a playback device. 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Son P. Huynh whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7295. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 - 6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Son P. Huynh May 9, 2007 




